. Inside the test area, the horses' box, type B. The feeder was installed above the feeding 17 trough. The feeding troughs were either on the left or the right side of the box and the entrance to the 18 box was on the opposite side from the feeding trough.
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Animals 2019, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 3 of 11 Figure S3 . Construction of the feeder. The feeder was similar to a casing tube with a 23 pendulum. When a horse moved the rod with the muzzle, a crossbar was rotated inside the 24 feeder, and small quantities of feed trickled onto the collection plate, and with further 25 rotation of the rod the feed fell from the collection plate in the feeding trough.
26 Figure S4 . Criteria for evaluating the horses' sensory laterality. An approach of the horse to 27 the feeder was counted when a contact with the feeder followed the approach. A lateral 28 approach was counted when the horse twisted its head or body more than 10° to the left or Table S1 . Horse motor laterality data. The motor laterality of the test horses was analysed 58 while they were grazing on the pasture in the weeks before the experiment was started. The 59 front leg that was placed forward was recorded every ten seconds until we had 200 60 recordings. These observations were distributed over three consecutive days for each horse. Table S2 . Horse sensory laterality data. A new approach and contact were counted when 80 the interaction with the feeder was interrupted for more than ten seconds. Sensory laterality
81
was determined on the basis of the number of occurrences within the time period of the test.
82
A sensory and motor laterality index was calculated for each horse by applying the formula 
111
'amount of food consumed', as a measurement for whether horses were innovative in a few trials.
112
The model was set at family 'gaussian', the ID of the horses considered as random factor and the 
